The authors regret a flaw in the proof of a result in our paper [1] [7] , and Godsil and Royle [8] .)
The result we are referring to is Theorem 4.2(a), where it was stated that a regular bipartite graph Γ with adjacency matrix A, d + 1 different eigenvalues, diameter D = d, and predistance polynomial p d−2 is distance-regular if and only if
Then a part of the proof goes as follows: "Under the assumption that dist(u, v) = i and d have the same parity, and if
and i have distinct parity." But, if fact, to reach such a conclusion, we need that dist(v, w) and d − 1 have distinct parity, which is not the case. Anyway, to our knowledge it seems unclear whether the result is really false. So far we have no counterexample, because it seems that non-distance-regular graphs are hard to satisfy the condition (1). Thus, we could leave it as an open problem.
What we managed to prove is that the result holds if the former condition (a) in Theorem 4.2 becomes either (a1) or (a2) (see below). Then, the theorem is now stated and proved as follows. 
P roof. We only prove sufficiency because necessity is straightforward. 
with first term, using again the hypothesis, 
Hence, from the hypothesis,
For the proofs of (b) and (c) see the paper cited. 2
Under the new hypotheses (a1) and (a2), Corollary 4.3 still holds. However, the hypotheses for Theorem 4.5 to hold are now
